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was not unduly influenced by these rebuffs.   He wrote
to Thomson, and received an encouraging reply:1

" . . . it seems to me that your explanation clears
up a great deal of obscurity. I am glad it came before
the chapter on Radioactivity in my book was printed
off. I shall be able to introduce it and make the
account much more connected."

He wrote to Sir William Crookes concerning the publi-
cation of the papers by the Chemical Society: 2

" Although of course it is not advisable to put the
case too bluntly to a chemical society, I believe that
in the radioactive elements we have a process of
disintegration or transmutation steadily going on
which is the source of the energy dissipated in radio-
activity. . . . Mr. Soddy and myself would both be
obliged if you could do anything to facilitate the
publication of the paper if difficulties arise over
e atomic * views."

And there is a laconic reply from his friend Zeleny:3

" That ... no doubt shows that something is going
on in the way of a transformation."

After the May, 1903, paper was published there were
still some dissentients, but, in spite of them, the dis-
integration theory was " on a flood-tide of interest",
as Soddy had said. In June two important lectures
were given in England which bear closely on the point
we are considering. On isth June, Lodge gave the
Romanes lecture in the Sheldonian Theatre at Oxford.
Ho spent the second half of the lecture dealing with
Rutherford's recent discoveries and theories. He said:

1 igth May, 1902.              * 29th April, 1902.

8 6th June, 1902.